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WaY THE DRAPT HAS PARTIALLY YAILES,

The almost total failure of the draft in New Eng-
land is generally felt by the supporters of the war in
that quarter to call for explanation. Some weeks
sgo, when the list of persons in Massachusetts who
were exempted for alleged  physieal dirability”’
bad already grown very large, and when the con-
tingent of “ recruits for the army’’ promised to be
rather small in the Bay State, the. Boston Daily
Advertiser thought it timely to remind the public
of the “understood fact that there is in every com-
munity a vastly greater proportion of physical un-
soundoess thsn any ordinary observer can realize.”

*This understood fact was made very clear as reo-
gards the community to which the Advertiser more
particularly referred.

Now that the rcturns of the provost marshals
eharged with the execution of the eorollment law
are nearly complete, and when the quota of troops
seoured by its euforcement is found to be even
morg paltry than any body had supposed, our
esteemed contemporary seems to think that a fur-
ther explanation is nccessary, and gives it in the
following terms:

« Every obstscle that party hostility, prejudice, half-
concenled sympathy with the foe, dirgust with the cause,
hatred of the wen in whose bands it is placed, or appeals
to mob violence, to class jealousy, and to personal desire to
escape the service of the country, could throw in the way
of the Government, it has bad to surmount, and it is not
surprising that the result should be that & lsw, which was
approved by the publie Ludgmeut at its passnge, should
pow be lo: ked upon with doubt ss reepects either policy
or practical advsntage by s large rnri of the community

« Bat, although that party spirit which was willing to
risk every thng in order to embarrass the execution of this
law, is r-aponsible tor much, indeed for the greater part
of ths difficultics which bave beset the trial of the new
system, it is due to truth that we should ssy that a share
of the responsibility must fall in snother quarter. The
War Department hus seemed to supposs that it could at-
ford to furnish to oppovents of the Government some op-
portunity at every turn {r their unserupulous practices,
and that it could safely load iteell with every inconvenienos
and dispenss with an ordinarily prudent mnnagement of
the delicate matters ertrueted to it. The execution of the
law was undertaken without any seitled plan of operations,
wilhout foresight of difficulties, without preparation for
possible trouble even in sueh a city a8 New York, without
cars in (he s=lectlon of submidinate efficiale, um! withont
un effort nt o judieious and eonsistent interpratation of the
law. We nead not rewind our readers how beavy has been
the burden thus laid upon itself by the Department, nor
how abundant have been the arguments, pretexts, snd pro-
vocatives to misebiel on which an esger oppusition was
ready to lay bold. Thus has the law fsild of that effeo-
tive support from ite friends which might have counter-
scted in n messure the efforta of ite enemies; and thus
hsa a great system, which goes far to iosure our nationsl
sueeesn, been brought befora the country in its first trinl
with such doubtiul advantage that men now doubtfully
discuss the ehunces of suy eecond resort to ite aid.”

We entircly concur with the Advertiserin these
reflections. The political resistance to this law
was, in many cases, pusbed greatly beyond the
limits necessary for the due development of a loyal
opposition to suy particular measure of p.licy
deemed to be injudicious. And in so saying, we

" do not direct our remarks to the ¢*mob resistanoce’”

of which its exeention was mada the occasion, (for
this nobody can excuse or palliste;) but we mean
to say that many opponents of the 5 dwministration
allowed their partisan antipathies to control their
interpretation of the law in such & wsy a8 to pro-
cure for it an odium to which it wes rot entitled by
either its spirit or its letter,

The mistake made by the War Department io
initisting the preliminary wmeasures for the en-
forcement of the law consisted jn the fact that
nearly all the earlier regulations were conceived in
a spirit of rigor nmot sustained by the law, and
which were pronouncel untenable by the proper
suthority in the War Department so soon as the
public sense of their ivjustice had ealled attention
to them. But in this matter, es indeed in all mat-
ters, it was very important to begin right; and
though the Secretary of War sought, by bis fre
quent revisions of the regulations, to make nmends
for the errors that had been inadvertently com-
mitted, the law, commencing under such inauspi-
cious omens, failed, as the Advertiser says, of
“that effective support from its friends which
might have counteracted, in a measure, the efforts
of its enemies.”

In this respec’, however, we are glad to say that
the last end of the law has been better than its

rat; for the latest regulations of the Provost Mar-
shal General have all been conceived in a spirit of
equity, not to say beneficence—a faot which it
gives us the more pleasure to acknowledge, because
eandid minds will fiod in them the prool that
whatever mistakes may have been made at any time
in the administration of the statute, they proceeded
from inadvertsnce, and not from a spirit of military
oppression.

THE MARYLAND GRIEVANCE SUPPRESSED.

It gives us great pleasure to learn that the Pre-
sident last week issucd orders to put a stop to the
abduction of negro servants in Marylaad, which
has been going on for some weeks past,in the East-
ern Shore counties, by soldiers, both black and
white, it is said, under orders from the Colonel of
the colored regiment in Baltimore or its neighbor-
hood. We could not suppose that the Prerident
would tolerate such an. outrage on the laws and
rights of property of the citizons of a loyal State,
and wo have no doubt that he applied the corrce-
tive as soon as he was authentically informed of the
gross wrong, and which was personally brought to
his notice, we understand, by the Governor of the
State and ber Seuators in Congress. The Presi-
dent, rightly éeeming it as much his duty to see
that laws are not violated as to see them faithfully
excouted, promptly gave the order which we an.
nounce above. We trust that this act of justice
on the part of our excellent President will not draw
upon him as much obloquy as has been visited on
our humble heads for daring to remonstrate sgainst
the outrage which lie has seen fit to rebuke and
repress; but if it does, we hope he will cure as lit-
tle for it us we Lave done.

How those unfortunate planters who have been
deprived of their slaves, and nearly ruined by this
high-handed stretch of military power, are to be
fodemnified, we do not know. Wa know that when
a0 invading foreign enemy, in tho war of 1812-15,
earried off soue hundreds of negroes from planters
on diffc rent parts of our Southern coast, our Govern.
ment demauded compensation for cvery negro thus
carriad off, and the British Government honorably
evnscoted to inmert in the treaty of peace an in-
/demnuity to the amount of more than a million of
dollars, which was subsequontly awarded by acom-
mission and paid to the owners. We have never
been slow in exunoling justice from other people;
we arc sorry o say that wo have not always Leen
s prompt in doing justice to our cwa.

« A BRUOIAL TRAT

We find the fnllowl;;plugnph in the last
weekly number of the New York Independent, an
able political paper of the Congregational Church :

“The National Intelligencer steadfastly argues in favor
of the retention of slavery in the United ghlu It is op-
pused to the enlistment of pegro trovps in Maryland or
elacwhere. It desires the restitution of Louisinns as
Slaye Btate. It desires that the proelamstion of emsnei-
tion should be cousidered anti-eonstitutional, and should
e made inoperative, It ie iu favor of the ‘ conservative
Government of Missouri. And so forth. Now, without
at this time discussing technicalities or formes, we toueh
the ethieal heart of the question by ove interrogatory: Is
the National Intellhigencer glad that elavery in the United
Btustes seems likely to be destroyed? Or, is it sorry 1"

As the Independent is the same paper which a
week or two ago represented the National Intelli-
genoer as “striving to keep life in the inhuman
system of Southern slavery,” because, as was af-
firmed, we * industriously occupied ourselves in
lauding the beautics of an smnesty and of magna-
nimity and kindness to white men,"” when, in fact,
the ooly sivgle reference we had ever made to an
“ amnesty” was to express the belief that the time
had not come for its promulgation, we should per-
haps, in simple self-respect, excuse ourselves from
responding to a political journal which is not yet far
enough advanoed in ethies to be aware that there is
s commandment which says, “ Thou shalt not bear
false witness against thy neighbor.”” But, waiving
rejoinder of this kind, we have simply to say that
the Independent has read our columns to very
little purpose if it finds any such crucial test as it

.indicates necessary in our case to touch ‘the

ethical heart’” of the question it propounds. No
later than the 17th ultimo we said :

“ We certainly ‘wish tbat all men eould be free' just
as sincerely as we wish that all men might be mude *free
indeed,’ by partakiog of the epirit of Him who came into
the world ‘to seek aud to save that which was lost.” But
we would not wish to wage war for the purpose of making
men Christians; and just aa little, in a war for the Cou-
atitution snd the Univo—a war which is lnwful and right
only so far as it is & war for the Constitution und the
Union—are we willing to bring upon ourvelves tha guilt
of murder by waging war for what, se we eouceive buth
our politics] snd our woral duty, we bave no right to wage
war—Lbe ex-ancipation of slaves.”

In the same number of the Independent oon-
taining the “interrogatory’’ addressed to this pa-
per we find the following selection quoted from
Montesquien’s Spirit of Laws :

“In Goveroments, that 18, in societies d'rected by laws,
liberty eun consist only in the power of duing what we
ought to will, and in not being constrained to do what we
ought uot to will, )

“We must have continually present to our minds the
difference between independence and liberly. Liberty is
a right of doing whatever the laws permit; and if & eiti-
gon could du what they forbid, he would be no longer pos-
sessed of liberty, becsuse all his fellow-eitizens would have
the same power."

The samie great primary truth in political ethics
and practical government is forcibly inculested by
Dr. Fraxcis LIEBER, an authority which the In-
dependent will not be slow to acknowledge, when,
in his excellent treatise on Civil Liberty, he says:

“ Tt sometimes huppens that arbitrary power or eentral.
ism recommends iteell to popular favor by showiog that it
intends to substitute a demoeratic equulitf for oligarehic
or oppressive unjusl institutions, aud the liberal principle
may teem to be on the side of the levelling ruler. This
was doubtless the case when in the mixteenth and seven-
teenth century the power of the crown made itsclf inde-
pendent on the eontinent of Europe.  Tustead of travsform-
ing the institutions, or of substituting new ones, the Gov-
ernments levelled them to the ground, and that unhapp)
centraliization was the econsequence which now drawe
every attempt at liberty back into its vortex. At other
times, Monarcha or Governments disguise their plana to
destroy liberty in the garb of liberty itself. Thus James
I1. endeavored to break through thé restraints of the Con-
stitution, or perhaps ultimately to establish the Cathol ¢
religion in England, by proclaiming liberty of conscisnce
for a'l, sgaiost the established Church. Austria at on+
time urged messurea apparently liberal for the peasants
against the Gallician nobles. in sueh cases, Govrrnments
are always sure to find numerons persons that do not look
beyond the single measure, nor to the medans by which it is
carried out; yet the legality and constitutionality of these
means are of great and frequently of greater importance
than the measure its.lf. Even bwloriane are frequently
eaptivated by the apparently liberal character of & single
messure, forgetting that the dykes of an institutional Gov-
ernment onc:s Imﬁ broken through, the whole country
wmay #oon be flooded by an irresistible tide of arbritrary
power. We have a purallel in the oriminal trial, in which
the question how we arrive at the truth is of rqual im-

rtanc with the object of srriving at truth. Nullum

num nigi bene.”

This is our doetrine. Nullum bonuwm nisi Lene.
Weare very far, in any thing that we say about
¢ the enlistment of negro. troops in Maryland,”
the ‘ Proclamation of Freedom,” or the ¢ Conserva-
tive Government of Missouri,” from wishing to
¢ keep life in the inhuman system of Southern sla-
very.”” But we say what we say about these mea-
sures because we wish “to keep life” in the Con-
stitution and Laws which make us a free and or
ganized people, and because we do not forget that
when the * dykes of an institutional Government
are once broken through, the whole country may
soon be flooded by an irresistible tide of arbi-
trary power.”” We thiok, with Montesquien, as
quoted by our contemporary, that ©liberty can
eonsist only in the power of doing what we ought
to willy" and, in the sphere of civil action, the
good citizen should not will te do any thing which
be belicves in his conscience to be contrary to the
Constitution and Laws, as well as injurions to the
moral and material interests of the State. We
think with Dr. Licber that when ¢ arbitrary power
or centralism recommends itself to popular favor by
showing thut it intends to subatituto a demooratic
equality for oligarchio or oppressive unjuat institu-
tions,” the legality and constitutionality of the
means by which any liberalizing measare is to be
oarried out ““are of great, and frequently of greater
importance than the measure itself,” notwithstand-
ing the fnct, as ho truly says, that “io such cases
Governments are al ways sure to find numerous per-
sons that do not look beyond the single measure
nor to the meana by which it is carried out.”” For
oarselves, we abhor the maxim that the ead justi-
fies the means, or that Governments, any more than
individuals, may do evil that good may come. And
we suppose the Independent will not dispute the
genoral sounduess of this ethical precept. We
take it for granted that if it regarded the messures
it epecifies in the same light that we do, it would
treat them as we do, without ccnceiving that it
ther.by fell under the suspicion of following any
oher than its conecientious convictions of pub-
licdaty. It is easy to impute motives, much essier
than to answer the arguments or remove the candid
objootions of an opponent, but we have never ob-
served that much good was doue by such gratui-
tons imputations, which may as well spriug from
an evil mind in those who use them as deteot its
presence in others. g

When the President first proposed his beneficent
soheme for compensated emancipation in the Siates
we gave it our instant and our zealous -support.
When in his last aonual message to Congress e
occupied the greater part of it in re-enforcing and
expounding this plaa for the purpose of * securing

’m,!' snd st the same time ““m‘ the Um’n

| we, almost alone Among our contempotaries, contin-
ued, down to the very close of the session, to urgs
its adoption by Congress. Did this look like striviog
to ¢ keep life in Southern slavery 7’ The President
earnestly pressed his plan on the consideration of
Congress. He said :

 Is it doubted, then, that the plan I propose, if adopted,
would ghorten the war, and thus lessen its expenditure of
money uod of b'ood 7 Is it doubted that it woull restore
the national authority and national prosperily, und perpe-
tuate both indefinitely 1"

Yet the lndependent gave it no support. The
importunity with which the President urged it
rather elicited from our contemporary sreers of ill-
disguised coutempt at a proposition which smacked
of compromising, when it, &s a Christian journal,
thought only of fighting. ;

The President urged the scheme by virtue of the
following considerations. among others adduced in
his last annnal message : i

“ Douhtless some of those who are to pay and nol to re-
coive will object, Yet the measure is both just and econo-
mical. In u certain sense, the liberation of slaves is the
destruction of property—property acquired by descent or by
purchase, the same as any other property. It ik 1o lees
true for having been often ssid, that the people of the South
are not more responsible for the original sntroduction of this
property than are the people of the North; and when it s
remembered how unhesitu ingly we all use cotton and sugar,
and share the profits of deaitng in them, it may not be
quite safe to say that the South has been more responsible
than the Nerth for its continuance. If, then, for a common
object this property is to be wacrificed, is it notjust that it
be doue at & common charge 1"

Itis quite true that the President’s plan was open
to objection on this ground from those who under it
would ¢ have to pay and not to receive ;" and this
ciroumstance, we suppose, accounts for the singu-
lar fact, thet, while the President had friends
enough in the last Congress to pass confiscation
aots and emancipation bills over all opposition, he
had not friends enough to procure at their hands
the adoption of a policy which he earnestly com-
mended to them as something better than foroe
alone. To this cffeot he said :

“This plan is recommmended as & weans, not in exclusion
of, but sddiionsl to, all athers for restoring and preserv-
ing the oational authority throughout the Union, The
rubject is presented exclusively in its economical aspeet
The plan would, [ am confident, secure peace more speedily,
and mawmtain it more permanently, than can be dons by
JSoree alone ; while all it would cost, considering amounts,
and manner of pryment, sud times of payment, would be
eaeier paid than will be the additionsl cost of the war, if
we rely solely upon force It is much—very much—that st
would cost ne blood at all” !

“ Doubtless some of those who are to pay,”’ says
the President, “ aud not to receive will object.”
With him “it was much, very much, that his plan
would cost no blood at all.” We are not apprized
that this consideration availed to procure for it any
favor in the eyes of philanthropical journals like
the Independent. And it is in view of this mani-
fest fact, characteristic of the class to which it be-
longs, that we propore, in conclusion, *“dismissing
techniealities and furms,” to ¢ touch not only the
ethical heart of the question,” but to lay our finger
on the * pocket nerve' of our contemporary, while
we propound to its conductors a single “ interroga-
tory i Fou profess to be very sorry for the slave.
How much have you been sorry; that {s, how
many slaves are free to-day because their emanci-
pation has cost you money ?

As we said a few days ago, replying to some in-
genuous imyputatiors of our amixble contemporary,
the New Yotk Tribune, ‘it is very casy to be ge-
tpercus and philanthropic at other people’s ex
¢ pense, but we can tell our contemporary that the
¢ publishers of the Natinal Iatelligencer have
‘emancipated more slaves, at their own cost and
¢ out of their own pockets, long before the present
¢ agitation, than all the abolitionists put together
¢ between the Potomac and the Penobscot."”

We hope the Independent will admit that our
interrogatory ¢ touches the cthieal heart of the
question ;" for as faith without works is dead, so
we hold that  philanthropy” and “love of free-
dom,” when professed by men of means, but al-
ways without any particular sacrifice of dollars, is
little better than soundiog brass aad a tiokliog
cymbal.

THE HABEAS CORPUS AND IT8 SUSPENSION.

Our readers will remember that the section ot
the act of Congress undcr which the President
iseued his last proclamation suspending the privi-
lege of the writ of hubcas corpus in certain cases
reads ‘as follows :

' Be it enacted by ihe Senate and House of Representatives
of the United Sta‘es of America in Congress assembled,
Tuat, during the present rebellion, the President of the
United States, wheneser, in his judgment, the public
safely may require it, is autborized to suspend the privi-
Irge of the writ f habens corpus in any esse throughout
the United Btates or any part thereof. And whenever and
wherever the said privilexe shall be suspended as afore
said, no military or other eofficer shall be compelled, in
anawer to auy writ of habens eorpus, to return the body
of any person or pereons detained by him by nuthority ot
the Presdent; but upon the certifieate, under onth, of the
ufficer having eharge of any one so detained that such
pereon is detained by him as a prisoner under muthority
of the Preriden’, further procesdings under the writ of
habeas corpus will be suspended by the judge or court
having issued the said writ, so long se snid suspension by
the President shall remain in fores and said rebellion con-
tinue."

We have already explained that this act of Con-
gress, as we uoderstood it at the time of its pas-
sage, and as we still construe its text, was intended
to cover the case ouly of persons who are held
*as prisoners”’ under the President's suthority,
and who are charged, as appears from subsequent
sections, with disloyal designs or practices. On
this supposition its terms and provisicns relate
only to cases where the officer haviog charge of
the detenu ocan certify that he is a “ priscner”
held by authority of the President. This will
cover priscners of war, spics, and aiders snd abut-
tors of the enemy, but not officers, soldiers, or
seamen, These persous, it seemed to us, canoot
be regarded as “ prisoners.” ‘I he minor improperly
enlisted and the man illegally drafred, who may
soek the privitege of the writ, are not *pri-
soners,”’ cannot be cerlified as such by the officer
under whom they serve, aud do not come within
the terms ol the act of Congress as we understand
it. And, therefore, we thought it proper to ex-
press our opivion that, so fur as the proclamation
undertakes to suspend the privilege of the writ as to
officers, soldicrs, or seamen enrolied or drafted in
the service of the United States, it exceeds the
authority granted by the act of Congress.

Since we gave expression to this opinion the
subjcct hins been made n matter of judicial decision
by Judge Sprague, of the United States Distriot
Conrt sitting in Boston—a Judge whoso opioion,
a4 is well said by a Boston contemporary, has long
been regarded by the courts and the bar of tle
United Stat s with & respeot which is not measured
by the importance of the tribunal in which be sits.

We give clsewhore 50 much of his opinion as

dovers this branch of the argument we made
against tho President’s proclamatton, aad we do
80 with the greater cheorfuloess because this

dent, under the statute sited, to suspend the privi-
lege of the writ with regard to officers, soldicrs,
and seamen, equally with persons arrested for dis-
loyal desigus or practices,

It is obvious that the determination of this ques-
tion must turn on the logical siguificance and collo-
cation which shall be given to the latter clause of the
section above cited from the sot of March 3d, 1863.
If this clause is not in pari materia with the former
and meunt to be definitive of the phrase ‘ any
case,” contained in the former, it is obvious that
the interpretation of Judge Sprague is as sound
snd conclusive on the grounds of legal exegesis us
it is superior in the weight of authority derived
from his name. But if the two clauses are to be
construed jointly and not severally; if the au-
thorization to suspend the privilege of the writ
in “any case” is limited by the provision of
the second clause, that  wherever and whenever
the said privilege shall be suspended as aforesaid,”
(that is, “in apy case throughout the United
States, or any part thereof,’”) the military or other
officer shull make return that the person detained
by him ““is detained as a prisoner under authority
of the Unitcd States,” then it follows that the in-
terpretation of Judge Sprague would seem to be
hardly tenable. And if the two clauses are not
to be construed as co-extensive and as mutually
explanstory of each other’s purport, we are at
some loss to conceive why it was deemed necessary
to prescribe a parlicular kind of return for a spe-
cial class of cases. 1f it had been meant to sutho-
rige the suspension of the privilege of the writ ia
“any case,” without regard to the limitation ex-
pressed in the second clause, it seems to us that
general and not special terms would have been
used in deseribivg the return that was to be made
by the military or other officer having ¢ any per-
son or persons in charge uander authority of the
President.”  Why authorizs & general suspension
in “any case’’ and then iwmediately proceed to
defie the particular answer that shall be made
“ wherever and whenever”’ the writis so suspended,
unless it was meant to signify that the suspension
was general only as to the class of cases in which
such & return conld be made ! But we ask these
questions merely for the purpose of developing the
logical relations of the topic, and not at all of con-
troverting the arguments of the learned Judge.
The qucstion is now res adjudicata, and, with our
habitual respect for judicial decisions, we accept
and defend all laws as they are expounded by the
courts, reserving the right of private judgment for
the formation of opinions as to the true meaning
of any statute, but in matters of law receiving the
actual interpretatiors of the judiciary as a praoti-
eal rule of life within the sphere of civil duty to
which they relate.

THE NORTHERN ALLIES OF SECESSION.

We have already shown by the mos incontro-
vertible evidence that the men who hold the revo-
lutionary doctrines ecxpounded by Mr. Solicitor
Whiting, in regard to the comstitutional relations
of the so-called Seceded States, arc the political
adversaries of the President in 8 matter which per-
tains to the fundamental policy of the Administra-
tion, relating as it does to the very object and end
of the war.

We bave shown by the testimony of a member
of Mr. Lioeoln’s @abinet that all who espouse these
radical doctrines are, in his opinion, “aiders and
abettors of the Confederates,” whether they be in
private station or in public place. I these men
are the “ aiders and abettors of the Confederates,”
we should expeet not only to find them using the
political dialect of the seccesionists, but actusily
extorting from the latter a recognition of the sub-
stantial ideotity which exists between the princi-
ples of the Northern and Southefn disuniovists,
however opposite may be their animating motives
and ulterior aims. Accordingly we find these
a priori cxpectations fully justified by the develop-
ments of opivivn passing before the eyes of the
public. As a simple illustration, typical of the
class for which it speaks, we cite the following de-
fence which the Chicago Tribune makes in bchalt
of the validity of the secession ordinances passed
by the encmics of the Union in the South. It
says in its number of the 3d instant:

G 1t in often eaid it will not do to adontl that the rebel
States are out of the Union, beeause by so doing you sduwit
thiut States can wecede; whereas the act of secession
is unconstitutional, therefore uull and void, and vo act at
all. And bowever solemnly and formally any rebel State
may have passéd its act of secession, it has really socom
pliehed nothing whatever to chiange ils condition or slatus
nn & Sinte still within the Usion.  The inference made by
those who mamntaio this argument is, that the Seceded
States, being stdl withio the Lnion, retsio all their political
rights nnd powers, and oan be deprived of none of the
franchises or privileges which they posscased before the
presage of their empty and void acls of secession. The
object, plain to all, 1 to shield the States against any nots
of the National Gvvernment, or any course of puliey
which might coifliot with supposed Btate intercel or
opinion. We cou'd never feel the foree of this kiod of rea-
soning ; and the closer we examine Lhe more udlerly illogical
and avsurd it becomes.

“If the Siates 1 the Souty have not seceded, then a
State esn peifors no act whatever. A Siate can by no
possibility do any thi g more really than they seonded, It
was an net done with all the deliberation, in compliance
with all the forms. with afull declaration and intestion and
purp: ##; and if it turns out to be no act, there can be, so
inr ne we seo, no way in which u SBiate enn net. We ndmit
a State has no rght, that the act is n crime, but the erime
bas been perpetra‘ed, gbe guilt bas been ireurred. Tre
assertion that beoause secowsion is wrong, therefore the re
hun been no secession, i & mora absurd propomition snd
more moustrous elaim than wes ever urged belimre, Eveo
the prep sterous dogma that the King can do no wrong is
not #o bad as this. Because that adwits that weong may
be done, enly the king must not be oharged with it;
whereas this asserta tbhat th re is no erime or guilt; no
State has done wrong; 1o fuet no act whatever hae becn
dove, valy just nothing at all,

“CAn to what way be the resu'ts and coneequences of an
act of secession ; what ¢fTeet it has upon the e nditivn of
the State, aud ite relations to the other Siates and the
Union ; in what mode or on what eonditions it may be per-
mitted to reaume ite former equal place in the Union; or
thringh what purgation it may be made to pass b fore 1t
oan be cleansed of the fiul erimes done in ite days of tres
son—nre n'l other questions to be dicussed hareafter, But
it seemy to us & most palpable use of words without mesn-
ing, the emptiest jargon nnd nonsense, to sny that & solemn
act of seceasion, done in full convention by a greal State,
in no ot st all."

Here it will be scen that the Northern advocate
of the revolutionary doctrine of secossion entirely
ooncurs with the Southern disunionist in point of
fact. The so-called Seeedud Biates are equally, in
the eyes of onc and of the other, “ out of the Union."”
The only difference between them is that the
Northern seccssionist sees in the act a crime against
the Federal Government, while the Southern se-
sessionist professes to see in it the legitimate exer-
oiso of a rightful authority on the part of the seve-

eminent jurist sustaina the authority of the Presi-

tal States. Bus the result of the act, whether te.
garded aa a orima or as tho exercise of a right, is
the same, according to the logic of the Chicago
Tribune. Theso-called Seceded States are ‘“out
of the Unioa.” “If they have not seceded, then
a State can perform no sct whatever.” That is,
the eriminal proceedings carried on by certain dis-
union agitators, in the assumed nsme and Ly the
pretended authority of the States, are valid in point
of fact and law, though, in the eye of the Consti.
tution, the whole proceedings are null and void al
initio. Buch is the lame logic of the Northern
aiders and abettors of the Confederates.

It must be obvious to the least discerning mind
that those in the North who thus ¢ aid and abet’’ the
cause of the Southern insurgents under such theo-
retical difficulties are allies whose co-operation
should lay the latter under obligations of gratitude,
and even procure a recognition of the substautial
unity which exists between the theory and motives
of the two revolutionary doctrinaires, And the
evidence of such a sympathy on the part of the
Southern with their Northern coadjutors in the
work of dissevering the bonds of union between
the alicnated fections is npot wanting, We all
know that the exposition of Mr. Solicitor Whiting
was reeeived by the Northern pardsans of the re-
volutionary principles it inculates as a fair state-
ment of their theory, with all its logical antecedents
and practical consequents. Mr. Whitiog admit:ed
that his theory made any restoration of the Union
impo:sible except that which was the immediate
result of military subjection. Regarding all the
people in the S uth as public enemies, (except the
negroes, who, by some hocas-pocus of the Northern
sccession logic, are at onge “‘public enemies,” and
“loyal allies of the Government,”” ) and declaring that
all State lines in the insurgent distriot have been
obliterated by the aots of secession and by the
“ territorial civil war" that has ensued, this expo-
sitor of these revolutionary ideas clearly peroeives
that they leave no room for any pacification in the
Southern States procceding from the voluatary co-
operation of any portion of the Southern people.
To this effect he says :

‘* As the success of the Union eause ghall become more
certain and appurent to the ensmy in varous localities,
they will lay down arms and cense fighting. Their bitter
and deep-rooted hatred of the Goverrment and of al
Northern men who are no: traitora and of all Southern
men who are loyal, will still remain ioterwoven in every
fibre of their hearta, and will be made, if possible, more
intense by the humilintion of ponque-t and subjection
The teot of the congueror plsnted upon their prond necks
will not eweeten their tempers, and their defiant and
treacherous nature will seek to revenge itaelf in murders
assassinations, aud all underhund methods of venting a spite
which they dare not manifest by open war, and in driving
out of their bordera all loyal men. To soppose that »
Union seatiment will remsin o avy eonsiderable numbe:
of men among a people who have strained every nerve and
made every saerifics to destroy the Union indicates dis
honesty, iosauity, or feeblemess of intellect.”

Now, it is clear that any theory of eetion which
leads to such results is precisely the theory which
should commend itself to siccere disunidnists at
the Scuth. Whatever poliey erushes out the Uniin
sentiment so effectually that it indicates ‘¢ dishen-
esty, insanity, or debility of intelleat” to suppose
that its consummation would leave « any considera-
ble number of Union men’” at the South, is pre-
cisely the policy which the Southera corspirators
would be likely to endorse. And how perfectly
this anteccdent probability is confirmed by the ac-
tual fact in the cuse every reader can perceive in
the following comments, made by the Richmond
Whig on the letter of Mr Whiting and on the
policy it develops :

“ Certuin rhotorieal phrases intended to convey an ider

of whut woull be the eondition of the people of these
States, il vverpowered by the enemy, have been in u<e
aworg us uutil it is doubtful whether they may not bave
list their significance. Nor is it unlikely that there are
many who have regarded from the first” such expres-iops
a8 ‘lighting for all th.t makes life dear' as partskiog
largely of hyperbole, They bave permitred themselves to
believe Lthat the worst consequence of our defeat would be
the restoration of the Usion aud the establishment of »
poliey thet would make us, ns the minority seetion, power.
lesa politically and tributary commercislly, ‘They are
vastly and fatally mistak:n. Tbe letter of General Hovey,
lataly published by us, sod that of 8 lietor Whiting, from
which eopions exiracts were presented, show what is in
contemplation for us, in the event of the Yaukee sucerss,
and ar ar own o i #4 to the truth that nothing
short of the poliey proposed would aceomplish the end to
be sttaned It follows ne & maller of eourse that if we
permit the enemy to aserpower us, if we can ever become
80 wretehedly sod vilely forg-tful of ourselves ns to lay
down our arms, they will proceed at ouce to deprive us «f
every thiog that might make ue dangercus to them m fu’
tura Some of these things sre evumerated by the au-
thorities we have referred to. Cue Btate Governwments
woud be cverthrown, and Sta'e lines obliterated. We
wouid ot be permitied to make or eonstiun or execute
our vwao laws. ludeed, there would be no law for us but
the will of the eonqueror and the orders of the master.
We wou'd have no rights under 1he Federal Coustitution,
bronuse we would bold no politicsl status recognised by
that inatrument.  We would not be allowed the privilage
of trial by jury, nor the ben- fit of the writ habeas corpus
We would not be permitted to own property or to besr
prma. _
* Thewe sre some of the necessary inoidents of our sub
jugation poicted out by Gen. Howey, nud recoguised by
ourseives to ba neccasary. What would become of the
vonsequeccas of this eondition of vutlawry T Being out-
lawe, we couli not seek protection of the law in yieldiong
to the uncontroiluble 1wpulses of humanity. Could we
elaim auy roof am our own !  Not if it wers wanted by one
of vur wasters. Could we wake bread for those who luved
us, knd had been accustomed to lean on us for support ?
It is impossible to imagine how. Kxecept death, seifin-
Ricted, and carrflog with us to the relief aud sselter of the
grave nll that we were unwiliing to lenve exponcd to the
hurcors of sueh n b, only two courses would remain—io
take 10 the wouda and wilderness like wavages, nud there
fight sgainst hunger and cold ns long ne we could, or to be
come the wilivg, bumble, obedient slaves und diulges of
the couquering raor, and sock, by the value of vur serviee,
to win somethiog trom toterested clomeney and bounty.
I thie pioture overdrawn 1 We think not 10 in n tersible
truth tunt we are " lighting tor a'l that makes life des:rable,'
ana that it would be betier, ifinitely bettor, for us to be
extarminated than to be ooi quered.”

RESULTS OF THE DRAFT.
The result of the deaft in the tenth Congressioos! d s
trict of Masenchusetts is ae follows

Number drawn ......... conese 8,390
Exempted for ypious causes . cocene cenaa. 2,176

Pard oommiita il ceesen sacnns sssnns sans U
Substitutes neeepted. .oe. cvvann v, Bl
Couseripta sent o rendegvous. ... ... cooea. N
Drafted man died in bareseks, oo .oonvnnns I
Cases under cimsideration. ... ......eo ... Ju
Palled 10 WHOM . cva enassavsssicacs 7

COTTON IN KANSAS.

Tne Kansas cotton erop baa been n complote wiccess,
and it is vo longer doubtful that our elimate aml #oil are
stich that cotton can be profitably raised here. The
green-a-ed cotton has been ruccessiul in almost every
instanee, whila the varieties sent from Waebington and
from down the Mississippi huve inva-iably faled. Tbe
green seed eotton in the kind raised in Maryland and Ken-
tucky, and it has never failad during the mix years that it
has besn tried io thia Sinte.  Even in 1260 this cotton mas
tured fully. The cotton raised hera this yoar is n very su=
perior quality. Judgs Bailey and other well known agricul
turists wre oompletely satisfied with their suecess mrais
ing eotton, —leapenweorth Congervalire.

Briganns] in MiSSoURL —Aa n consequence of pro-
teaoted eivil war, briganda have sprung up in Missourl o
gront numbeis, aud these prowl about plundering st will
in snma dintricts of the State. In the depopnlatad border
couni lea these pillagers eamo in aod wmade apinl of the
property left behind.

"

FROM TENNESSEE.
JUNCTION OF BURNSIDE AND ROSECRANS

LousviLLe, OcToner 6.—Tbe Journal bas a desputeh
from Knoxville, which is considered entirely trustworthy
that Geo. Burnside held the country south from Kooxvilla
t) Cashtown, on the Ilinwasse river and the Western and
Atlantic railroads, and only twenty-five miles distant from
Kingston, the juuction of the West: rn and At'ant.e and
Rome railroads, sud east of Knoxvills, ns far na Grecaville,
on the East Tennessee and Virginia railroad. He slao
possessen all the passes into North Carohioa. His right
wing is in communiention with Gen Rosecrans, and bis
position sll that could be desired, His army is in the best
health aud apirits

CiscIswaTI, Ootoser 6 —A specisl despateh to the
Commereial from Knoxvills, dated the Gth, says: * Our
forces bulow bave penstrated to Hiawnsse river, the ene-
my retirng.  The rebela bave nlao fallen back above, Col,
Carter being beyoud Greenville to-night.”

[Greenville is 1he eapitul of Green oounty, Tenneases,
It is two hu dred and 6f y miles enst of Nashville, and
sixty-8ix northeast of Konoxville, sud is ou the line of (he
Enet Tosnesses and Virgivia railroad, |

NEW York, OcroBiR 7.—The Hersll's specinl Nasl »
ville desputeh of yestordny eays: * Every thing from the
army in of & higlhly enooursging charscter.  The rilrosd
and telegraph linea” are not waterislly irjured, snd the
former will ba open by to-morrow night,  The design of
the rebel ruid was to prevent remnforcements, but it haa
signally fuiled. A small party of rebels erossed the piks
near Murfreesboro’ this morning, but Wilder's Union cav.
alry furced them to retreat in ahort order. Col. MeCook,
in bis recent raid, took ene eolonel, two majors, nige live
officers, and eighty-seven privates prisoners.” :

LATEST FROM CHARLESTON.

—

By ariivals at New York from Charieston bar we Lave
advices to the 34 instant. It was ourceatly reported that
Gan. Gillmore's headquartera have been removed from
Morris to Folly Island, snd that the mend of the troopa
aod war material would soon folliw. The change was
simply & measure of conveniencs in cousequence of the
washiog away of the beach on Morris Island, but ALnitary
reasons woull ultimately have led to the step.

The recent firing from Gen. Gillmore's battenes, of
which we have received news from rebel sources, was di-
rected almost exclusively agninst the efforta that were
making, and whieh the rebels do not disolose, to erect new
batieries in the ruine of Fort Sumter. 1t appears that our
reconnvitering boats, which pass uear the walls in the
night, disooverad that the garrison was conducting pxten.
sive operations ; and the indiecations were that the rebela,
who were working in lurge vuwbers, would erect fire-
proof batteries inside the ruins, with the inteniion of using
them when the works should be sufficiently advanced to
Justify tha removal of the broken walls and debris which
protected the workmen and concealed their operations
from view. ‘Lhe rapil and heavy ficing of onr guus is ex-
peeted not only to etep this work, but to render the retel
occupptinn of Sumter preeatious, if not impossible,

Gen. Gillmore's operations on Moriis Island are aclively
prosecuted. The batt-ry on Cummings’ Puint now stislda
our troops perfectly, while the eondition of Wagner ia
such sa to protect the 1roops from wll hazard. Still there
are 8 few casunltica, all of whlich oceur in consequencs of
ULNECEsFary exposure,

The batterivg wiich are designed to throw the Greek
fire are now nearly complete, and rocant experiments bava
shown thet the fire may be eafely and effecticely usid-
Charleate n is within fair range of the guns alrendy placed,
and whieh are in such numbers aa to insure the destruc-
tion of the city when they are turned upon it. This event
will not take pince until other plans are complets and (he
navy is ready to onoperate with the arwmy,

Leaves of abssues have baen recently granted to a cod-
sidernblyextent. Both officers and aolcisrs are favored in

that respect.  The time is generaliy limited to thirty days,

in some cases twenty daye.

VOTING IN RHODE ISLAND.

Oa Monday lust 8 vote wan taken in the State of Rbode
Islaud on the fullowing proposition of mmendm ot to the
Covstitution of that S:ate :

"' Aliens, residents of this State, who have enlisted or
volunteered, or who may enlist or volunteer, in any of ths
reigm nts of this State, and who shall ba honorably dis-
sharged therefrom, aud who sre now or may becom» natu-
raliz d citizens of the United States, shall bo admitted to
vote at al elections in this State on 1he sawe terms e
native-bora citizens of this Stata '

This nwendment was rejectad. Three fifths of a]l (ke
votes were required to confirm it, and from present ap-
pearances it has nut received two.fifths.

The Provideuce Journal (Republican) says that this
result is owing, in & gresat degree, to the doubtful con
struction of the amsndment, arising from the enactment
of the militin law. Tt thivks that the amendment as origi-
oslly intended might receive the vote of n constitutionsl
majority, sud suggests that the Geaeral Assembly should
propose it again, carefully guarded against any doubla
meaning.

On the other band, the Providence Post (Damoerat)

aacribes its rejec.ion to the hostihity of the Rapublicans to
natursl zed citizens, and_sidicules the suggestion that the
words * enlist,” ** vointear,™ and “bovorably dischiarged”
could be evnstrued, to app'y to men in the militin service,
whe peither enlis’ nor voluuteer, nor are henorably dis-
charged.
The amendment was proposed more than two years
ago, and bad reosived the approval of two. State Legisla
tures, as the law reqiires It was intended to reward
the nuturalized eitizena who ealis*ed in the army, and to
ancouragas further eniistm-nts from that elass of citizens,
No opposition waz publicly made to its adoption by the
peopls until severnl duys befors the elaction, when it wan
ton Iate fur discussion or to bring out n full vote 1 pon it,
The vote was therslora quite suall.

FROM NEW ORLEANS,

The ateamer Goorgs Washington, feom New Orleans on
the 2ith u'tio:n, arrived at New York on Saturd iy.

The New Orlesus j urnals of September 26th have no-
thing confirm ng the rebel report of Gen, Weitzal's defeat
and death  We have the Kin of the 26th, (the slleged sn-
thority for the siatement,) and there is nothiog of the kind
in it

The towbost Leviathan, which we herctofore mentioned
as having been boarded on the 234 by a band of rebela
from Moblle, in represent d to be the [astest serew propel-
ler on the Minsineippi river. It in stated that her rebel
captors acted unler a commission from 8. R. Mallory, the
rebel Beeretary of the Navy. The officers and crew were
specinlly enlicted with the understanding that they were
to receve no pry, the loference being tuat they were to be
rewarded by pluoder.  After taking possession of the Le-
vinthan, they compelled her pilot to earry them out into
the river  ‘Two of the Leviathan's crew escaped and gave
intelligenes of her enpture. Whereupon Lieut. Herriok,
of the Psmpero, took the aimed s'esmer Crescent, which
had just come down from New Orleans, and pat to sea to
recapture the Levisthan. The Do Soto immediatety joiued
in the purauit, and the tug was soon disevvered. Mean-
time the wind was blowing a heavy gale, but, by means of
#4il nud stenmn, after o chase of over thirty-five miles, the
De Soto reenptured Ler, securing the whole crew. Tha

Leviathan would hive been a valusble addition to the rebel
navy, When boarded by the rebels she waa lying at her
wharl at Southwesl Pass.

I'he New Otlesans Times of the 96th says: “ The W,
Penn, an Engleh steamer, was oaptared somewhers in
the viciwity of (he Rio Graode and brought to this pore
last eenning. Sbe had on board, we are infurwed, ona
thiuaand balea of eotton.”

The Piesyune snya: * The United States Marshal has
stized, (or condewunation and forfeiture to the United
States as evemicn’ property, the contents of D. C. Joho-
son's int store, ueder the St. Charles Flotel . eight lota of
ground, the property of Greenleal Andrews: ove lot of
g onnd, the property of Albert W. Mercism; twn lots of
ground, tbe property of Wi, Hidekius i one lot of geound,
Lo pioperty of Augustus Reichard : and the housebuld
furnibure, &¢. of house 274 Carondelot atreel.”




